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an interface for accessing said system, at least one buyer havinj 
interface adapted for use with said on-line computer service as at J^ast a portion of 
said interface, 

a dynamic video system for providing video at Ieas>from said vendor to 
said buyer, 

an audio system for providing audio conplunication from at least said 
vendor to said buyer, 

a text system for providinetprt^etween said vendor and said buyer, 
. a storage memory foi'storing data associated with said buyer, including 
buyer identification data and commercial transaction data, and 

a controLsystem utilized in said commercial transaction communication 
control system for control of said storing of data, including buyer identification 
data an^commercial transaction data, said control system further selectively 
providing audio, dynamic video and text from at least said vendor to said buyer. 




Original 39(renumbered 38). The commercial transaction communication system 
of claim 17 wherein the plural groups include at least one potential buyer and a plurality 
of vendors. / 



Original 40 (renumbered 39). T 
of claim 17 wherein the plural groups i 
potential buyers. 



lie commercial transaction communication system 
lclude at least one vendor and a plurality of 



Original 41 (renumbered 40). Tie commercial transaction communication system 
of claim 17 wherein the plural groups jnclude a plurality of potential buyers and a 
plurality of vendors. 



REMARKS 

This response is submitted in answer to the office action dated June 19, 200 L At the 
outset, in the office action, the Examiner indicated that misnumbered claims 17-112 have been 
renumbered as claims 16-111. Applicant respectfully submits that claims 17-112 were correctly 
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numbered for the following reason. The original specification (from the prior application) 
introduced claims 1-16 for examination. In the request for a divisional application (submitted on 
February 17, 2000, Applicant requested that original claims 2-16 be canceled and claim 1 be 
retained for the purpose of filing the divisional application. In the preliminary amendment 
submitted contemporaneously, Applicant canceled claim 1 and introduced claims 17-112 
(consecutively numbered after claim 16) for examination. Applicant respectfully requests the 
Examiner to consider Applicant's explanation urged here and if she still believes that the claims 
should be 16-111 rather than 17-1 12 to indicate so in her next office action. At any rate, for the 
purpose of responding to this office action, Applicant will refer to the claims as renumbered by 
the Examiner with the corresponding claim number believed to be correct indicated in 
parenthesis beside. 



I. Rejection of Claim 109 (believed to be Claim 1 10) Under 35 U.S.C. Section 102(b). 

In paragraph 3 of the office action, claim 109 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. Section 102(b) 
as being anticipated by Shavit et al. Applicant respectfully submits that Shavit's system is quite 
different because it permits business transactions in an interactive on-line mode between users 



during interactive business transaction sessions wherein one party to the transaction is <^vT 
specifically selected by the other party. On the other hand, Applicant's system selectively * 4 
enables communications between members of plural groups. ^ 

Applicant respectfully contends that claim 109 (claim 1 10) requires that the claimed « ' \ 
commercial transaction communication control system be adapted for use with an "on-line 
computer service, " as stated in the preamble. Moreover, the claim requires transmission of 

"electronic interchange data (EDI)." Applicant respectfully submits that Shavit does not teach a ^ 
system that is adapted for use with an on-line computer service. Nor does it teach transmission <r*>\ / ^ 
of "electronic interchange data (EDI)." For at least the reasons urged here, Applicant v t (.\* 

respectfully contends that a rejection under 35 U.S.C. Section 102(b) is improper and requests (MP 11 
the Examiner to withdraw her rejection. The claim has also been amended to further clarify it, 
by replacing the term "as " with -including- and deleting a second occurrence of the word 
"data," where it was found to be superfluous. 
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II. • Rejection of Claims 16-42 (17-43). 45-72 (46-73), 75-105 (76-106), and 108 (109) Under 

35 U.S.C Section 103(a) 

In paragraph 5 of the office action, claims 16-42, 45-72, 75-105, and 108 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. Section 103(a) as being unpatentable over D'Agostino in view of Smith. 

Again, the rejected claims recite a commercial transaction communication control system 
adapted for use with an on-line computer service for selectively enabling communications 
between members of plural groups. Applicant respectfully submits that D'Agostino does not 
teach this aspect of the rejected claims. In addition, claims 45 (46) and 78 (79), from which a 
majority of the remaining claims depend, require that the commercial transaction data include 
electronic data interchange (EDI) between the members of the plural groups. Applicant 
respectfully submits that neither D'Agostino nor Smith show this aspect of the claimed 
invention. Accordingly, even if Smith discloses dynamic video, as urged by the Examiner, a 
combination of D'Agostino and Smith would still fall short of the claimed invention. 

The dependent claims are distinct at least for the reasons urged here with respect to the 
independent claims. 

III. Rejection of Claims 16-42 (17-43), 45-72 (46-73), 75-105 (76-106). and 108 (109) Under 
35 U.S.C. Section 103(a) 

Claims 43-44, 73-74, and 106-107 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. Section 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over D'Agostino in view of Smith, as applied to claim 1 7 above, and further in 
view of Donald et al. The claims rejected here are dependent on the claims distinguished above 
in paragraph II and are distinct for at least the reasons urged there. Accordingly, even if 
D'Agostino and Smith were further combined with Donald, the combination would still fall short 
of the claimed invention. 

IV. Rejection of Claims 110-111(111-112) Under 35 U.S.C. Section 103(a) 

In paragraph 7 of the office action, claims 110-111 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. Section 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Shavit in view of Smith. Applicant respectfully submits that 
these claims depend on claim 109 (claim 1 10) and are distinct at least for the reasons urged 
above in paragraph I. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests the Examiner to withdraw 
her rejection of these claims. 
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Finally, Applicant has amended the claims indicated above to correct obvious errors. 
Favorable consideration and allowance of the claims here is respectfully requested. 



Dated: 




Reena Kuyper / 
Registration No. 33,830 



9220 Sunset Blvd., Suite 315 
Los Angeles, CA 90069 
(310) 247-8191 
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MARKEIMIP VERSION rtpz-'j ^ 
«*. forllf' , , (Amende<i) A C ° mmerciaI ,r ~' 0n —cat-on control 

electrons communion between sa.d groups, comprising- 

-^^-ccessingsaidsys^aUeas.onebuyerhavingan 
: ^ for . ewiAMidon ,_ mput __ atieaaaportior 

said b ; e r mic video system for providmg vide ° at ,east *- - * 

a .ex, sys lem for providing text between said vendor and said buyer 
a storage memory for storing data associated with said buyer include 
buyer^entincattondataandcommercialtransactiondata and 

co^T^ SyS ' em UtiHZed Said C ° mmercial ,ranSaC " 0n 
^system for control of said storing of data, i„ cluding buyer 

data «, commercial transaction data, said control system furtber selectively 
Cairn I'm?' „ ■ ^ C ° mmerCia ' tra " SaC ' io " ~ica,ion system of 



Cairn I7 4 n ( 6?H ^ —nation system of 

If PlUra ' ^ finC,UdeS| « « -dor and a 

plurality of potential buyers. 
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